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the truth about the possession of weap-
ons of mass destruction by the regime
of Saddam Hussein. Again, now we
know very clearly that that was not
the case and that the administration
knew it was not the case.

Most recently we have the report
from the outgoing head of the Amer-
ican weapons inspection team in lIraq,
David Kay. David Kay has now com-
pleted his report as he retires from
that position, and he has said to us
very, very clearly in that report that
there were no weapons of mass destruc-
tion in Irag, no chemical or biological
weapons; that the biological and chem-
ical weapons that were there, many of
them were destroyed in the first Gulf
War in 1991 and the rest were discov-
ered and destroyed by the ongoing
United Nations weapons inspection
program.

We also have information from the
Carnegie Endowment for International
Peace, which has done a very com-
prehensive study of the issue of so-
called weapons of mass destruction in
Irag. The Carnegie Endowment for
International Peace has set forth in a
very detailed report that there were no
weapons of mass destruction held by
the Saddam Hussein regime not since
the end of the first Gulf War, and
shortly thereafter they were destroyed
as a result of weapons inspection pro-
gram, the U.N. weapons inspection pro-
gram.

Again, another clear indication that
the premise that was laid forth by the
administration to this Congress in
order to get a resolution passed author-
izing the carrying out of that war was
false. It was fabricated. And this Con-
gress was misled.

That leaves us with the very serious
problem of finding out why that was
done and who was responsible for doing
it. That is important because of the
situation we currently find ourselves in
in Irag, including the situation we find
ourselves in with regard to the war on
terrorism.

Our attention has been diverted away
from al Qaeda and away from the war
on terrorism. And we find ourselves in
Irag in a war that has already cost
more than 500 American lives. The
lives of more than 500 American serv-
icemen and -women have been lost. An-
other more than 2,500 American serv-
icemen and -women have been seri-
ously wounded, all on the basis of pre-
tense.

Therefore, we must conduct a com-
plete and thorough investigation as to
what happened, and that investigation
must commence immediately.

———

WE NEED MORE MILITARY END
STRENGTH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, last
year | stood in this well and called on
my colleagues to support an increase in
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the Nation’s military end strength, the
number of people in our uniformed
services. | am pleased that my col-
leagues rose to the challenge and rec-
ognized the increased pressures that
have been placed on our
servicemembers. As a result, Congress
last year authorized an increase in end
strength of 2,400 soldiers for the Army
and 300 airmen for the Air Force.

Unfortunately, this increase is just a
small down payment on what the serv-
ices, particularly the Army, need in
order to meet today’s increased oper-
ational tempo. Nearly a decade ago,
Congress heard from the Army leader-
ship about the need for an increase in
end strength. The then Army Deputy
Chief of Staff for Personnel, General
Ted Stroup, testified before the Com-
mittee on Armed Services that the
Army needed 25,000 more soldiers to
meet ongoing operational needs. Our
ongoing operations in Afghanistan and
Irag have only made the need for addi-
tional troops more imperative. | think
we need an additional 40,000-person end
strength increase in the Army alone,
not to mention the other services.

Many servicemembers who were sent
to Afghanistan to search for Osama bin
Laden and defeat the al Qaeda went
home after their tours only to be told
to pack their bags because they were
going to Iraq for a year. Brigades from
the 10th Mountain Division and from
the 101st Airborne Division were sent
to Afghanistan. They returned home
for a relatively short duration, and
then they were sent to Iraq to pros-
ecute Operation Iraqi Freedom. If we
continue these back-to-back deploy-
ments, we will literally break the
force. That is something we as a Na-
tion can ill afford to let happen.

And now our military is about to em-
bark on the largest troop rotation in
the history of our country. | wish I
could say that the replacement troops
will be fresh, but the hard truth is that
many of them will be returning to Iraqg
for consecutive tours. If we had enough
people in the military, back-to-back
tours in Iraqg would not be necessary. It
is important for everyone to under-
stand that in the new force rotation
into Irag, National Guardsmen and Re-
servists will comprise about 40 percent
of the force there.

We are using the National Guard and
Reserve as never before, and we have to
be careful not to put such strains on
these citizen soldiers that they leave in
droves or that recruiting suffers.

I was in Missouri recently and met
with one wife of a National Guardsman
now serving in Irag. She told me when
her husband returns from overseas he
will be getting out of the National
Guard and as many as one-third of
folks in her husband’s unit will be too.

This may be anecdotal evidence of
what is going on in our Reserve compo-
nents, but it is certainly cause for con-
cern. The increased demands being
placed upon our troops in uniform call
into question the ability of our forces
to meet its commitments in other
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parts of the world. If conflict erupted
on the Korean peninsula while these
brigades are in southwest Asia, our
ability to respond quickly would likely
be compromised.

Recently, Lieutenant General John
Riggs, a senior Army officer, stated
that the Army must be substantially
increased to meet its global commit-
ments. Yet the Secretary of Defense
continues to maintain that the services
have enough end strength already to
meet their responsibilities and that the
increased demands on the troops is
only a spike or temporary increase. As
a result, my expectation is that the
President’s budget will not include any
permanent end strength increase but
will permit only temporary overages
associated with our current deploy-
ments in Iraq and Afghanistan.

The Department of Defense believes
that additional servicemembers are not
needed because we proved that our
troops can vastly overpower an enemy
with speed agility and power in war.
The problem is that we are no longer in
that type of war. We are rebuilding a
Nation from the ground up. That kind
of undertaking takes people. And right
now we simply do not have enough.

There is simply no substitute for
having boots on the ground. To get the
job done right | am pleased that a num-
ber of my colleagues have recognized
the importance of increasing end
strength. A number of them have writ-
ten to the President and the Secretary
of Defense calling for an increase in
end strength. Others like the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs.
TAUSCHER) have introduced legislation
to this effect.

We must, we can, and we will in this
Congress pass an authorization bill au-
thorizing for appropriation additional
end strength for the United States
Army as well as the other services.

———

FULL DISCLOSURE FOR CLAIM OF
WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUC-
TION BY IRAQ

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, let me first of all associate
myself with the very thoughtful mes-
sage of the gentleman from Missouri
(Mr. SKELTON) in terms of his very
plain-talking message about our mili-
tary.
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The gentleman from Missouri (Mr.
SKELTON) and | had the pleasure of vis-
iting a number of them most recently
in Irag and | think a strong debate on
this question will be important. Many
people believe that those of us who
have a difference of opinion for or
against the war or for or against the
approach that the war took, do not
have a total agreement on the neces-
sity of strengthening the young men
and women who are in our Armed
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